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this affect most? Those who take the
most prescription drugs—typically sen-
iors, and those without any kind of
prescription drug coverage from their
insurance. But all Americans pay more
whether through higher prices at the
drugstore counter or higher insurance
premiums.

Why does this problem exist? Amer-
ican pharmaceutical companies sell the
exact same prescription drugs overseas,
drugs developed and manufactured here
in the U.S., for a fraction of the price
they demand from American citizens.
Other countries have implemented
price control policies that successfully
tempt manufacturers to discriminate
against American consumers with
higher drug prices. Our drug companies
agree because the costs of manufac-
turing are nominal, and they can make
some profit overseas by simply charg-
ing Americans all of the high costs of
research and development.

This bill takes a first step towards
solving this problem. It allows whole-
salers and pharmacists to go to Canada
and other countries where prescription
drugs are sold at deep discounts and
bring the same FDA-approved, FDA-
manufactured products back to the
U.S. in order to pass the discounts on
to American consumers.

It is important to note that safety is
a priority in this bill. Only products
that have been determined to be safe
and effective can be brought into the
United Sates. The importer is required
to test for authenticity and degrada-
tion. And importers can only bring in
these products from countries that the
Secretary of HHS has determined have
an appropriate regulatory infrastruc-
ture to ensure the safety of prescrip-
tion drugs.

This provision should give our Amer-
ican families access to lower cost pre-
scription drugs that are safe and effec-
tive.

Is it perfect? Probably not. But, I
hope it will work and | hope it results
in lower prices for consumers in the
U.S. and eventually puts pressure on
drug companies to end price discrimi-
nation in the U.S. Critics say the bill
has loopholes and drug companies will
find a way around it. Let me be clear—
if they do | will be back to make sure
this provision is even stronger. | hope
that is not necessary, that drug compa-
nies will simply end the current dis-
crimination against Americans by
charging fair prices here in the United
States.

This is not my favorite idea for deal-
ing with price discrimination. It is a
much more complicated solution than |
would prefer.

My idea is straightforward and based
on a law that has applied to every
product sale in the U.S. since 1935—the
Robinson-Patman Act. This law simply
says that manufacturers can’t use
price to discriminate among buyers. If
that principle is applied to prescription
drug sales overseas—drug companies
would no longer be allowed to discrimi-
nate against their best customers—
American families.
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But this bill is something that can be
done this year to lower prices for
American consumers. | believe it rep-
resents a genuine step forward to lower
prescription drug costs for all Ameri-
cans.

With all that said, the bill before the
Senate not only represents a response
to the core needs of agriculture, but
signifies a profound shift in sanctions
reform, and puts the drug companies
on notice. While | have indicated that
neither proposal represents perfection,
what each does signify is the goal of
Congress to address issues vital to
those we represent. | sincerely hope my
colleagues will work to pass this bill
without hesitation.

Mr. JEFFORDS. 1
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, | ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, we do have
a number of items that have been
cleared for consideration, including in
this package a series of energy bills
that Senator DAScCHLE and | talked
about yesterday on the floor. There are
a number of Senators who have been
involved in this effort. | thank them
all. This is important legislation.

We do have a number of other unani-
mous consent requests we will need to
go through. It will take a few minutes.
There are a lot of very important
issues here. Most of them have been
cleared on both sides. There may be a
couple here that there will be objec-
tions to, but there is a necessity to
make that request.

suggest the ab-

The

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.R. 4292

Mr. LOTT. I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate now proceed to the
consideration of H.R. 4292, the Born
Alive Infant Protection Act of 2000.

Mr. LOTT. | further ask consent that
the bill be read a third time and
passed, the motion to reconsider be
laid upon the table, and any state-
ments relating to the bill be printed in
the RECORD

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
objection?

Mr. CONRAD. There are Members on
our side who would like to offer amend-
ments, and on their behalf I am con-
strained to object at this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Is there

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.R. 4201

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, | ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of Calendar No.
779, H.R. 4201, the Noncommercial
Broadcasting Freedom of Expression
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bill, and | further ask consent that the
bill be read a third time and passed,
the motion to reconsider be laid upon
the table, and any statements related
to the bill be printed in the RECORD

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. CONRAD. Again, there are Mem-
bers on this side who would like to
offer amendments to that legislation,
and on their behalf | am constrained to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Mr. LOTT. On this bill, Mr. Presi-
dent, we will continue working to see if
we can come to some sort of agreement
on how it might be considered. | have a
special interest in this one because
a former staff member of mine—now
an outstanding Member of the House
of Representatives—Congressman
CHARLES “‘CHIP”” PICKERING of Laurel,
has been working on this and got it
passed through the House. I will con-
tinue to see if we can find some way to
get it passed before we leave.

CALENDAR

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, with re-
gard to the energy bills and water-re-
lated package, | ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed en bloc to
the following bills reported by the En-
ergy Committee: Calendar No. 710, S.
2425; Calendar No. 774, H.R. 2348; Cal-
endar No. 776, H.R. 3468; Calendar No.
849, S. 2594; Calendar No. 853, S. 2951;
Calendar No. 856, H.R. 3236; Calendar
No. 857, H.R. 3577; Calendar No. 882, S.
1848; Calendar No. 883, S. 2195; Calendar
No. 884, S. 2301; Calendar No. 900, S.
2877; Calendar No. 929, S. 3022; Calendar
No. 935, S. 1697; and Calendar No. 938, S.
2882.

| further ask unanimous consent that
the committee amendments be agreed
to, the bills be read the third time and
passed, any amendments to the title be
agreed to as necessary, the motion to
reconsider be laid upon the table, and
statements relating to any of these
measures be printed in the RECORD, and
all proceedings occur en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

BEND FEED CANAL PIPELINE
PROJECT ACT OF 2000

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 2425) to authorize the Bureau of
Reclamation to participate in the plan-
ning, design, and construction of the
Bend Feed Canal Pipeline Project, Or-
egon, and for other purposes, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources, with an
amendment; as follows:

(Omit the part in boldface brackets.)

S. 2425

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ““Bend Feed

Canal Pipeline Project Act of 2000"".
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